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9 August 1984
W52-531

. Mr. George Pavlou

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region II

Federal Building

26 Federal Plaza

New York, NY 10278

‘Dear Mr. Paviou:

With this letter and in mailings to follow, I am forvarding

- .documentation packages for Region II sites which were reviewed during

_the recent quality assurance (QA) audit for the National Priorities
‘List (NPL), second update, and which received a score above 28.50.
These sites are listed in Attachment I of this letter.

The QA audit is a‘ct:lveiy in progress for six additional Region 1
sites: ' ok ' o

v/ Jame Fine Chemical
Naval Weapons Station - Site B

._ Byron Barrel and Drum
.. vRichard Clothier Site

ica
r Co.

L Ihg",k&;:l@ﬁ_ will be notified of the disposition of these sites as
soon ‘#8 the QA audit is completed. ‘In all cases, the assignment of a
. QA score is awaiting receipt of further d’ocﬁnenta:;m from the Region

or from the states.

_The remaining sites either scored below 28.50 during the QA
process or were not assigned a QA score. The five sites scoring below
" 28.50%are: : . o ‘
Henry Harris Landfill
- Ontario Knife Company v
Peter Cooper (Gowanda Plant)
' 01d Erie Canal Site
Village of Armonk Wells.

(4
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A nunmber of sites did not receive a QA score either for lack of
. ‘sufficient documentation (21 sites) or because they were not formally
- resubmitted by Region II for NPL update 2 (28 sites).

. Attachment II is a listing of all Region II sites which were
congidered for NPL update 2, received at least a preliminary review by
the QA team, and as of this date, are not eligible for proposed NPL

' 1listing.

_ Note that we have included a Regional file copy and 3 additional
copies of the documentation package for each site scoring above

‘}'2855@,“YN§w d§cnﬁéhtht1on that was generated by the states or by the

. Region during the QA process has been clipped to the front of the

~ ‘Reglon copy for inclusion in your file. .

~Please review the dqqumentation packages and 1if the Region is in
agreement with the QA scores, submit 3 copies of each package to:

Ms. Denise Sines

U.S. Envirommental Protection Agency
Room §325 _

401 M Street, S.W. _

Washington, D.C. 20460

... 1f you have any questions about the site documentation and QA
‘scores, please contact me at (703) 883-6036 or Ms. Sue Russell at

K763) 883-7676 as soon as possible so that we may resolve any
discrepancies.

Sincerely, =

/d(a M
: zer

Rris W. Barrett

Group Leader
Engineering and Safety Systems

‘ r
LSR:KWB:kes '

Enclosures
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- The eir observed release was discounted due to leck of sampling
data of anbiént air outside of the work facility. Insufficient
Jocunentation to assign a QA score.

ALLIED CHEMICAL/SEMET-SOLVAY
SOLVAY, 'NEW YCRK

Site aubmitted for preliminary review and was not resubmitted
- for update 2. '

. BEDFORD VILLAGE WELLS

“"'mronn NEW YORK

Submitted for preliminary review with a score below the cutoff
‘and was not resubmitted for update 2. ‘
: ¥

vmuvm.r WELL FIELD
ROCKLAND COUNTY, NEW muc

Site was submitted with a score below the cutoff, A ‘Q_A score
'wis not ‘assigned due to ineufficient data. o
. nmmmca LANDFILL

HRAUPPAUGE, NEW YORK
-Site submitted for preliminary review uith a score below the
cntoff and was not resubmitted for update 2. -
 BYRON BARREL AND DRUN .
BYRON, NEW YORK :

QA is in progress. l'his site was originally acored for rcns.
‘The preaence of PCBs has not been confimed ,
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- PORT JERVIS, NEW YORK

- This site did not receive a complete QA review because of
- inpufficieént documentaton of the ground water pathway.
- Documentation {s lacking for general description of aquifer of
.. concern, ground water use, and population served by ground
- . 'water in the aquifer of concern. ' Hazardous waste quantity,
" initially scored with a value of 8, is unknown and scores l.

CLARKSTOWN IANDFILL

'WEST NYACK, NEW YORK

. Site submitted for preliminary review and was not resubmitted
* for update 2. '

. RICHARD CLOTHIER SITE
~ GRANBY, NEW YORK

4

.. QA is 1n progress. ‘gec,_‘e_nt']_.y _submitted information on hazardous
" .waste quantity and aquifer claracteristics ‘suggests that this

~ "site will score above 28.50.

CROSS COUNTRY SANITATION (Kessman)

* PATTERSON, NEW YORK

‘Site submitted for preliminary review with a score below the
cutoff and was not resubmitted for update 2.

. DUTCHESS COUNTY ATRPORT LANDFILL

" POUGHKEEPSIE, NEW YORK

Sti'bnit;e,d_‘,fqg preliminary review with a score below the cutoff
and was not resubmitted for update 2.

EDGEMERE LANDPILL
QUEENS, NEW YORK

-Site submitted for preliminary review and was mot resubmitted
for update 2.
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CORNING, NEW YORK

- .Site was originally scored using ground water characteristics
. @nd an observed releage to surface water. Site was resubmitted
~with an observed release to both ground water and surface
wvater. ~The sampling dita do mot support an observed release to
.elther ground water or surface witer. There is also inadequate
. documentation for depth to aquifer, permeability, population
. 8erved by ground water, connection of the two aquifers, 3
~facility slope, and surface water use. No QA score can be
determined. o _ : : :

FOUNTAIN AVENUE LANDFILL
BROOKLYN, NEW YORK

. Site submitted for preliminary review and was not resubmitted
"~ for update 2. - ‘ _

 GENERAL ELECTRIC CAPACITOR PRODUCTS
¥T. EDWARD, NEW YORK

~Site originally scored with an observed air release. The
*. &vailable data do pot demonstrate &n air release from this
piant. The data indicate that the Hudson Falls GE plant could
.. also be the source of the sir releise.- Regional persommel
'+ 'indicated that additional wind data do not support a release
- ° -attributable to the Fort Edward Plant. Without the air route,
/* | -the site scores below 28.50. 'As a result, no additional
" .., informatien was provided to addreéss other concerns raised as

‘part of the QA review. Thus, a score cannot be determined.

. GENERAL INSTRUMENTS CORPORATION
HICKSVILLE, NEW YORK '
t .
- 8ite was submitted for preliminary review and was not

" tesubmitted for update 2.
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. GRATWICK RIVERSIDE PARK
'NORTH TONAWANDA, NEW YORK

the cutoff and was not resubmitted for update 2.4

Site was submitted for preliminary review with a score below

HOLIDAY PARK -
NORTH TONAWANDA, NEW YORK

.. Site was submitted for preliminary review with a score below
the cutoff and was not resubmitted for update 2.

'HYDE PARK LANDFILL
HYDE PARK, NEW YORK *

‘No QA score was assigned to this site because of mﬁfficient

< .. or inconsistent data.  Sampling results and locations are not

¢clearly presented. Results reported as mg/l should be ug/l;

Positive values gre just gt the detection limit. The site = —
itself is not Well defined. Unclear references to landfills
number 1, 2, and 3, which are not depicted on any site map.

. JONES SANITATION
HYDE PARK, NEW YORK

. ' 8ite was submitted for Ppreliminary review and was not
" regpubmitted for update 2.

KEYIRONICS |
ENDICOTT, NEW Y(RK

Site was submitted for .prel;minary_ Teview with a score below
the cutoff and was not resubmitted for update 2.

LYNDONVILLE DUMP
YATES TOWNSHIP, NEW YORK

Site was submitted for preliminary review with a score below
‘the cutoff and was not resubmitted for update 2. -
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. MAHOPAC BUSINESS DISTRICT «

" CARMEL, NEW YORK

. Site was originally scored for toxicity based on chloroform.
... There 18 not sufficlent documerntation to support the presence
~ of chloroform. Without chloroform, the aite scores below
28.50. As a result, additionsl information was mot provided to
address other concerns raised as part of the QA review. Thus,
' & score cannot be determined. : .

'MATTIACE PETROCHEMICAL
GLENWOOD LANDING, NEW YORK

. Site was submitted for preliﬁinary review and was not
. 'resubmitted for update 2, '

- " DAVENPORT, NEW YORK

Site was submitted for pre‘iiminary review with a score below
“'the ‘cutoff and was not resubmitted for update 2.

NEW WINDSOR LANDFILL

~ NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

"All ground water in the area 1s contaminated with pesticides
. which are not attributable to this site. Surface water
~ contaminant levels'at times are higher downstream than at the
v .Bite, Erosion into stream from Stewart Air Porce Base makes it
- impossible to establish a connection to New Windsor Lendfill.
“No QA score was assigned.

NIAGARA MOHAWK CHERRY FARM

TONAWANDA, NEW YORK |

. .No targets were identified for the ground water pathway.

~ Insufficlent docusentation was available to support the surface
' Water Toute score and no ‘observed reléase to air was reported.
Because of insufficfent data, no QA score was assigned.
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_ NORTHEAST LANDFILL
TOWN OF NORTHEAST, NEW YORK

Site was submitted for preliminary review with a score below
the cutoff and was not resubmitted for update 2.

. NORTON INDUSTRIAL WASTES LANDFILL
TOWN OF ‘GRANVILLE, NEW YORK

Insufficient documentation to complete QA. Initial review
o »ahowed that population served by ground water was across the
_Mettawee River from the waste site. Information was not
" .. provided regarding which aquifer the population served (Village
- of Granville) 1s draining from; and 1f the Hettawee River
serves 48 a ground water divide.

NOVAK -FARM
MCDONOUGH, NEW YORK

Site was submitted for preliminary review with a score below
" the cutoff and was not resubmitted for update 2.

NOW CORPORATION
CLINTON, NEW YORK

81te vas submitted for preliminary review w:lth a score below
the cutoff and was not ‘resubmitted for update 2.

OLD ERIE CANAL SITE
FRANKFORT, NEW YORK

_.Inadequate documentation for aquifer depth, permeability,

quantity, popuhtion served. surface water observed release,
surface ‘water. use or distance to sensitive environment. This
' gite ‘received a score below the outoff.

. ONTARIO KNIFE COMPANY

"FRANKLINVILLE NEW YORK

~ References vere not provided for many of the pathway factors.

o )lo sampl:lng was comluoted to confirm the presence of
cont;:imta on 8ite. This site received a score below the
cutoff.
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-~ETER COOPER (GOWANDA PLANT) ¢
ZOMANDA, NEW YORK

This site received a QA score below the cutoff. As a result of
_the QA audit » factor values were revigsed for depth to aquifer
‘of concern, pemea'bility, ‘and distance to mearest

' "well/population sérved. Ground water observed release

disallowed. Insufficient documentation of surface wvater .
observed Telease,

~ PETER COOPER (MARKHAM'S SITE) ¢
MARKHAMS, NEW YORK
|
.. Inadequate documentation for depth to aquifer. Referenced
' report refutes assumption in the HRS documentation record and
- states there 1§ no hydraulic connection to the aquifer serving
.- dfinking wells. Surface er sampling locations were not
T vdefined and no documentation was provided for surface water
' ‘No ‘8core was assigned.

s

PFOHL BROTHERS LANDFILL
CHEEKTOWAGA, NEW YORK

. QA was not completed since existing documentation indicated
‘th:le site would receivé a ecore below the cutoff. Initial QA
... requested docuinentet:lon of i pulation served by ground water.
.« NY State Tespont e"indiceteﬁ that currently no population is
" TBerved by g und water v:lthin 3.miles of the site since
L nunicipal water linee had been extended to people in area. The
;. 1sek of population resulted in a ground water route score of
.70, Regional EPA personnel chose mot to document surface water

| ' 8core since the site would mot score ebove the cutoff with only
this pathway. .

PINE vim ‘
WEST NYACK, NEW YORK

This site was submitted for preliminary review and was not
resubn:[tted for update 2.

. PRIDE SOLVENTS
WEST BABYLON

. Inadequate sampling data provided to esteblieh connection

- between Pride and storm drain contamination. No QA score was
assigned. ‘
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. QUANTA RESOURCES CORPORATION
_* 'SYRACUSE, NEW YORK

Site submitted for preliminary review with a score below the
~cutoff and was not resubmitted for update 2. _

ROTRON, INC.
SAUGERTIES, NEW YORK

Site submitted for preliminary review with a score below the
cutoff and was not resubmitted for update 2.

_SCHATZ FEDERAL BEARING LANDFILL , | —
'POUGHKEEPSIE, NEW YORK , | | R

. _Some additional documentation has been provided in response to

- © ... the QA review. Based on the information currently in the
© . . documentation record, the site will score below 28.50. ‘
- .Additional informatfon fs needed before s QA score can be
 determined. The documentation récord implies that there might
~ Be ground water contsninatfon. Nev York State is currently
-, trylog to find the data. The site will be re-reviewed if the
~ .data are found and submitted in a timely fashion, along with
- the other necessary documentation.

SCHENECTADY CHEMICALS, INC.
ROTTERDAM. JUNCTION » NEW YORK _
|  Site was submitted for preliminary review and was not

' resubmitted for update 2.

- SIMKINS INDUSTRIES
~ WEST HEMPSTEAD, NEW YORK
. : .
.Site was submitted for preliminary review and was not
resubmitted for update 2. ‘ T

_ SONIA ROAD LANDFILL
ISLIP, NEW YORK

_ Site was submitted for preliminary review and was not
" fesubmitted for update 2.
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ZSPRING 'VALLEY, "NEW YORK

Site was eubmitted with a score below the cutoff. A QA score
' was not assigned due to inauffieient deta. :

ATANTALOIANDPILI. -
SENECA FALLS, NEW YORK

A QA score was not assigned to this site due to insufficient
data. ' . .

_ _m—cm BARREI.
FENTON, NEW YORK

Site was submitted for preliminary review and was not eubmitted
for update 2. : ,

-y
TAU LABORATORY, INc. '
V 'POUGHKEEPSIE, NEW YORK

Site was submitted for preliminary review with a score below
‘the cutoff ‘and was not resubmitted for update 2.

VAN DER HORST CORP. 0? AHER.ICA
OLEAN, NEW YORK

QA in progress. Site .name ghould be ehanged to North Olean
<1 ‘Wells and sccrect 88 & contaminated well field. Additional
. informatfon is needed on alternative drinking vater supplies
~and distance to nearest wells.

*
&

VILLAGE OF ARMONK WELLS . :
ARMONK, NEW YORR .

‘Site received a QA score below the cutoff as a result of

B reducing values for toxicitylpersistence and dietenee to
’ neerest vellfpopulation served.
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 WALLKILL WELLS

 WALIKILL, K& YORK e

The population of 12,000 gerved by ground water was shown to be
_ . .draving water from the sand and gravel aquifer which s not
connected to the aquifer of concern. No QA score was assigned.

WARRENSBURG BOARD AND PAPER CO. *
WARRENSBURG, NEW YORK

. Insufficient documentation was available to calculate a QA
score for this site. :

_WARWICK LANDFILL

""" WARWICK, NEW YORK

- Based on the available information, Greenwood Lake likely

_Berves as a ground water divide bétween the aquifer of concern

-"and the Greenwood Lake water supply well. As a result, the

_‘site will score below 28,50,  The docunentation package is

- currently being reviewed to determine whether there is
sufficient information to calculate a QA score.

WELLSVILLE, NEW YORK o

" Site was submitted for preliminary review and was not
‘‘regubmitted for update 2.

93rd STREET SCHOOL
NIAGARA FALLS, NEW YORK

, Insufficient do@quntat;gn to assign a QA score. During QA it
" was determined that distance to water intake was further than 3
niles. No revised population was submitted and mo further QA

' veview was conducted.



